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DETAILED ACTION 

Claims 1-17 are original. 

The rejection submitted on 1/30/2006 is withdrawn and new grounds of rejection 
are submitted. 

Response to Arguments 

In response to the applicant's arguments of categories specifically the word 
"categories," the dictionary definition of "genre" is (See copy of attached definition), " a 
category of artistic, musical, or literary composition characterized by a particular style, 
form, or content." The examiner would agree that a broadcast program is not usually 
specifically musical or literary composition, but more a performance of actors/actresses 
composition. None-the-less genre is a way to categorize a composition by definition. In 
the reference Mori et al., in paragraph [0328] the word genre is used. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1,4, 5, 7, 10, 11, 13, 16 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by McClard (U.S. 6438752 B1). 
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Referring to claim 1 , McClard teaches a method comprising: 

providing a first set of categories of broadcasted programs (Figure 2 element 34 

teaches a provider and Column 4 lines 35-39 teaches providing genre categories for 

programs); 

and adding a category from the first set to a second set of categories of 
broadcasted programs in response to one of selecting the category from the first set 
and tuning a broadcasted program viewing device, for a period of time at least equal to 
a first predetermined threshold, to at least one broadcasted program predetermined to 
be in the category from the first set (Column 4 lines 64-67 and Figure 3 element 54 
teaches storing program category information in the memory and Column 5 lines 52-67 
and Column 6 lines 1-9 teaches that when a program is watched for a period of time the 
program is added to a frequency watch list is memory 56 of Figure 3 and along with the 
program name the type/genre is added to memory 56 thus the category of a program is 
added from a first set of categories in memory 54 to a second set of data that includes 
categories in memory 56). 

Referring to claim 4, depending on claim 1, McClard teaches an EPG system 
wherein the second unit (56 Fig. 3) is also to tune a broadcasted program viewing 
device (40 Fig. 3) to a channel on which a broadcasted program predetermined to be in 
a category from the second set will be broadcasted within a predetermined threshold of 
a current time (Column 5 lines 29-42 and Column 6 line 62 - Column 7 line 21). 
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Referring to claim 5, depending on claim 1, McClard teaches an EPG system 
wherein the second unit (56 Fig. 3) is also to tune a broadcasted program viewing 
device (40 Fig. 3), upon a singular pressing of a button (76 Fig 4), to a channel on which 
a broadcasted program predetermined to be in a category from the second set will be 
broadcasted within a predetermined threshold of a current time (Column 5 lines 29 - 42 
and Column 6 line 62 - Column 7 line 21). 

Referring to claim 7, see rejection of claim 1, note Figure 3 element 50. is a 
processor which requires instructions to function. 

Referring to claim 10, depending on claim 7, see rejection of claim 4. 

Referring to claim 1 1 , depending on claim 7, see rejection of claim 5. 

Referring to claim 13, see rejection of claim 1. 

Referring to claim 16, depending on claim 13, see rejection of claim 4. 

Referring to claim 17, depending on claim 13, see rejection of claim 5. 
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Claims 1, 7, and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Arsenault et al. (U.S. 6971 1 19 B1). 

Referring to claim 1, Arsenault teaches a method comprising: 
providing a first set of categories of broadcasted programs (Figure 1 and Figure 2 
and Column 6 lines 30-46 and Column 7 lines 49-62 teach pre-transmission of data 
including categories; Column 11 lines 4-10 teach the receivers CPU element 74 in 
Figure 3 receiving the object data which includes categories); 

and adding a category from the first set to a second set of categories of 
broadcasted programs in response to one of selecting the category from the first set 
and tuning a broadcasted program viewing device, for a period of time at least equal to 
a first predetermined threshold, to at least one broadcasted program predetermined to 
be in the category from the first set (Column 12 34-54 teaches storing the category of a 
program in a program selection history (second set); and Column 10 lines 44-67 and 
Column 11 lines 1-22 teach the conditional objects (which included category information 
) being stored in guide database (first set) of the receiver). 

Referring to claim 7, see rejection of claim 1, note Figure 3 element 50. is a 
processor which requires instructions to function. 

Referring to claim 13, see rejection of claim 1. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 2, 6, 8, 12, 14 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over McClard (U.S. 6438752 B1) in view of Ohkura (U.S. 6128009). 

Referring to claim 2, depending on claim 1, McClard fails to teach a second unit 
that is also to remove a category from the second set upon a selecting of the category 
from the second set. 

In an analogous art, Ohkura discloses an EPG system wherein the second unit 
(24H Fig. 4) removes a category from a second set upon a selecting of the category 
from the second set (Column 28 lines 41-60). 

At the time the invention was made it would have been obvious for one of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the category set moving method McClard using the 
removal of a category method of Ohkura for the purpose of allowing the user to 
manually remove an undesirable category. 

Referring to claim 6, depending on claim 1, McClard fails to teach verifying the 
adding of the category from the first set to the second set. 
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In an analogous art Ohkura teaches verifying the adding of the category from the 
first set to the second set (Column 32 lines 19-25 teaches checking to make sure 
categories have been moved from first set Figure 19 element 68 to the second set 
Figure 19 element 71). 

At the time the invention was made it would have been obvious for one of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the category set moving method McClard using the 
verification method of Ohkura for the purpose of notifying the user to hasten the 
registration (Column 32 lines 25-30, Ohkura). 

Referring to claim 8, depending on claim 7, see rejection of claim 2. 

Referring to claim 12, depending on claim 7, see rejection of claim 6. 

Referring to claim 14, depending on claim 13, see rejection of claim 2. 

Referring to claim 18, depending on claim 13, see rejection of claim 6. 

Claims 3, 9, and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over McClard (U.S. 6438752 B1) in view of Mori et al. (US 2004/0210932 A1). 

Dealing with claims 3, McClard fails to teach a second unit that is also to remove 
a category from the second set upon a broadcasted program viewing device not being 
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tuned, for a period of time at least equal to a second predetermined threshold, to at 
least one broadcasted program predetermined to be in the category from the second 
set. 

In an analogous art, Mori teaches an EPG system wherein the second set (104 
Fig 40 and favorite genre Fig 41.) upon a broadcasted program viewing device (107 Fig 
40) not being tuned, for a period of time at least equal to a second predetermined 
threshold, to at least one broadcasted program predetermined to be in the category 
from the second set (The retention period is equal to the second predetermined 
threshold, in Mori's system once the device has reached the retention period which is 
the same as not being tuned for a predetermined threshold, the program with the 
favorite genre will be deleted from memory Paragraph [0328] lines 12-14). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify McClard's 
method to include an automatic category removal method as taught by Mori, for the 
purpose of automatically removing categories that were added by one time user who 
tuned to a program that the regular user would not normally view. 

Referring to claim 9, depending on claim 7, see rejection of claim 3. 

Referring to claim 15, depending on claim 13, see rejection of claim 3. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Peter C. Wilder whose telephone number is 571-272- 
2826. The examiner can normally be reached on 8 AM - 4PM Monday - Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chris Grant can be reached on (571)272-7294. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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